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July 14, 1988 • /" ^Ti'ON ° 

The Honorable George ShffiHS:™- - r * " ^ ^1^.-!^° 

Secretary of State (W^l:,;-"" " ' , '■ ' "-'l^^ r; C' 

Department of State * : ^.i* " { -j-^ 

Washington, D.C. 2052Q ( 

n FJ, A rxempiijiw ! 'WD 

Dear Mr. Secretary: ha cx t . rii > tJOMil . < »;-i.s*:.>y i.*, f 7-: 0 , . '' w ' ' 

We are writing to express our profound concern over recent reports which 
indicate that China may be considering a sale of ballistic missiles to 
Syria. If true, such a sale would have a potentially destabilizing effect 
on the Middle East and, more broadly, would seriously exacerbate the 
problem of missile proliferation in this volatile and troubled region. 

We regret, Mr. Secretary, the necessity of writing this letter. It occurs 
against the backdrop of the past few years, which have witnessed the 
establishment and gradual warming of relations— and the buildup of trust- 
between the U.S. and China. The increased cooperation between our two 
countries on a variety of economic, military, and diplomatic endeavors has 
brought benefits to both sides, and will be part of an ongoing process, 
absent serious disruptions arising from the bilateral relationship or from 
differences elsewhere. 

In the past 18 months, however, China has demonstrated an apparent 
disregard for the implications of its arms transfers to the Middle East. As 
you know, both Congress and the Administration were deeply disturbed by 
China s sale of Silkworm missiles to Iran, particularly because these 
missiles posed— and continue to pose— a grave threat to international 
shipping in the Persian Gulf as well as to U.S. ships and personnel. 

On a wider scale, during the 1980's, China has been a significant source of 
weapons for both sides in the Iran-Iraq war and continues to be a major 
supplier to Iran. At a time 'when the U.S. has been attempting to enlist "i 
international support for an arms embargo against either combatant which -i Tl 
does not support U.N. Security Council Resolution 598, such a policy cannot :« 
be viewed as constructive. 

The sale of Chinese CSS-2 missiles to Saudi Arabia created an extremely 
troubling precedent, as the Administration itself noted. It introduced a 
new weapons system— an intermediate-range ballistic missile— into the - 
volatile Mideast, one which can be equipped with either chemical or nuclear o 
warheads. The consequences for all countries in the region could be " 
devastating. Further, the sale of the CSS-2 will encourage procurement and 
proliferation by other Mideast countries of this destabilizing class of 
missiles. i_f\0 

Seen in this context, the sale of ballistic missiles to Syria wouJd^eQA 
grave mistake, particularly given credible reports of Syria's ftiflgenous 
chemical warfare capability. Such sophisticated weapons in the hands of 
Syria would certai.il> pose a significant danger to her neighbors, could not 
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help but jeopardize both American interests and the quest for stability in 
the region, and would have a deleterious effect on IhS.-China relations. 

Given the history of China's willingness to sell dangerous weapons with 
apparen disregard to the nature of the purchaser-and the ^effectiveness 
SLSS V1 S!!M! r0t 5 StS tV* U : S - 90venJnt-^e believe stronger ac on 
Zilr " , * herefore r bellevp u <s necessary to inform China that f„t,l 
""^ S^u^ coo perat ^n In technological a nd nnhtarv matters wi l l h» ' 
j eopardized unless this Indi s criminate arms sales po l icy comes to a TiaTt . 

fS r fhf P Kjrf al1y ' Ch1na Sh ? U J d stem the flow of wea P° ns to the combatants 
2n Ln^t" raq - Wa -r eS P eC i ally Ira ""and should desist from any pian to 
adi ittl rV- C T' ! s t ? Sy u ria or anyone else the Middle East. In 
addition, China should join the Missile Technology Control Regime approved 

1*11 *T by th ? se ™ Mest ern industrial nations^ designed to resort 
access to missile technology. China's willingness to take these steps would 
demonstrate an ability to act responsibly in this most volatile region 

t^nllnn?!! °l wea P° ns " and especially ballistic missiles and associated 
technologies--to governments with no interest in peace in the Middle East 

e fort^^r f f UPSetS re ? l0 ^ al Stabil1ty and se ' erel y complicate u!s 
efforts to work for a resolution of conflicts in those regions This 

pos"^ e ne f«nion. be br ° U9ht h ° me t0 the Ch1 " eSe 9°vernment gl ?n ih, [ clearest 

We urge you to raise this matter at the highest levels of the Chinese 
government during your meetings in Beijing today and tomorrow. 

Sincerely, 





Robert Torricelli, M.C. 




Jon Bonker, M.C. 



William Broomfiel^d^.C. 
BeTGilman, M.C. 
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Bart Gordon, M.C. 




. Owens, M.C. 



Cass Ballenger, M.d 




JameXTraf leant, M.C. 



Peter Kostmayer, M.C. 
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Paul B. Henry, M 





Dog^Td E.' (Buz) Lukens, M.C. 
Charles E. Schumer, M.C. 



Frank McCloskey, M.C. 




Howard L. Berman, M.C. 




Ray/ond J. McGrath, M.C. 



Norman D. Shumway, M.C. 






H. MaHtin Lancaster, M.C. 
Claudine Schneider, M.C. 
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Michael DeWine, M.C. 





Gary Airman, M.C. 
Michael Bilirakis, M.C. 



Richard A. Gephardt, M.C. 



Ron Wyde'n, /c. rs Patricia Saiki, M.C. 



in Pnrtjr M.C. 





William Lehman, M.C. Robert Garcia, M.C. 



